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1905-8 differs from the present. It was a movement magnificent
in conception. But it had no knowledge or organization behind
it. It made the boycott of British cloth a shibboleth, and relied
on the broken reeds of the mills of Bombay and Ahmedabad. To-
day you are guarding against all the disasters that attended the
earlier enterprise. Today you bid fair to show that, if all the
mills in India were burnt down, you can clothe the whole of India
by cloth produced by your cottage spinners and weavers.

Let us not be too sure. You know of people who in those days had to
bang themselves for want of cloth.

You are talking of the days of Noah, my friend. Weavers
were then deluded into the belief that they could not weave ex-
cept with machine-spun or foreign yarn. Today I am asking the
whole organization to be taken into intelligent hands. No move-
ment can be made universal unless it can be propagated entirely
without foreign agency. But I ask you to study things; study the
prices of khaddar in the beginning of the movement and today;
study the quality of it; study the yarn we are producing; in
short, study the evolution of the charkha and khaddar, and
then say what you have to say.

Can't we depend on the growth of our mill-industry?

, I have. often shown in pages of Toung India the fallacy of
those who argue in favour of the mills and shall not labour the
point today. I do not want to depend on mills, I want the mills
to depend on me. That is the long and short of it.

We can have national mills.

. Well, he who suggests a proposition must work it out him-
self,

I do not know whether he went away convinced, but he apologized for
having tired Gandhiji who assured him that no one could tire him out on
the charkha,
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